ticipating while on the premises of, or while acting as an employee of or contractor for, the unwilling provider.

The proposed law states that no person would be civilly or criminally liable or subject to professional discipling for actions that comply with the law, including actions taken in gaod faith
that substantially comply. It also states that it should not be interpreted to lower the applicable standard of care for any health care provider.

A person’s decision to make or rescind a request could not be restricted by will or contract made on or after January 1, 2013, and could not be considered in issuing, or sefting the rates for,
insurance policies or annuities. Alsg, the proposed law would require the attending physician to report each case in which life-ending medication is dispensed to the state Department of Public
Health. The Department would provide public access to statistical data compiled from the reports.

The proposed law states that if any of its parts was held invalid, the other parts would stay in effect.

A YES VOTE would enact the proposed law allowing a physician licensed in Massachusetts to prescribe medication, at the request of a terminally-ill patient mesting certain -~ YES <4mm =
conditions, to end that person’s life.
A NO VOTE would make no change in existing laws. NO = =
QUESTION 3

LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION
Do you apprave of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives on or before May 1, 20127
SUMMARY

This proposed law would eliminate state criminal and civil penalties for the medical use of marijuana by qualifying patients. To qualify, a patient must have been diagnosed with a debilitat-
ing medical condition, such as cancer, glaucoma, HIV-positive status or AIDS, hepatitis C, Crohn's disease, Parkinson's disease, ALS, or multiple sclerosis. The patient would also have to
obtain a written certification, from a physician with whom the patient has a bona fide physician-patient relationship, that the patient has a specific debilitating medical condition and would like-
ly abtain a net benefit from medical use of marijuana.

The proposed law would allow patients to possess up to a 60-day supply of marijuana for their personal medical use. The state Department of Public Health (DPH) would decide what amount
would be a 60-day supply. A patient could designate a personal caregiver, at least 21 years old, who could assist with the patient's medical use of marijuana but would be prohibited from con-
suming that marijuana. Patients and caregivers would have 1o register with DPH by submitting the physician's certification.

The proposed |aw would allow for non-profit medical marijuana freaiment centers to grow, process and provide marijuana to patients or their caregivers. A treatment center would have to
apply for a DPH registration by (1) paying a fee to offset DPH's administrative costs; (2) identifying its location and one additional location, if any, where marijuana would be grown; and (3)
submitting operating procedures, consistent with rules to be issued by DPH, including cultivation and storage of marijuana only in enclosed, locked facilities.

A treatment center’s personnal would have to ragister with DPH before working or volunteering at the center, be at least 21 years old, and have no felony drug convictions. In 2013, there
could be no more than 35 treatment centers, with at least one but not more than five centers in each county. In later years, DPH could modify the number of centers.

The proposed law would require DPH to issue a cultivation registration to a qualifying patient whose access to a treatment center is limited by financial hardship, physical inability to access
reasonable transportation, or distance. This would allow the patient or caregiver to grow only enough plants, in a closed, locked fecility, for 2 60-day supply of marijuana for the patient’s own
use.

DPH could revoke any registration for a willful violation of the proposed law. Fraudulent use of a DPH registration could be punished by up ta six months in a hause of correction or a fine
of up to $500, and fraudulent use of a registration for the sale, distribution, or trafficking of marijuana for non-medical use for profit could be punished by up to five years in state prison or by
two and one-half years in a house of carrection.

The proposed law would (1) not give immunity under federal law or obstruct federal enforcement of federal law; (2) not supersede Massachusetts laws prohibiting possession, cultivation,
or sale of marijuana for nonmedical purposes; (3) not allow the operation of a motar vehicle, boat, or aircraft while under the influence of marijuana; (4) not require any health insurer or gov-
ernment entity to reimburse for the costs of the medical use of marijuana; (5) nat require any health care professional to authorize the medical use of marijuana; (6) not require any accom-
mociarion of the medical use of marijuana in any workplace, school bus or grounds, youth center, or correctional facility; and (7) not require any accommodation of smoking marijuana in any
public place.

The proposed law would take effect January 1, 2013, and states that if any of its parts were declared invalid, the other parts would stay in effect.

A YES VOTE would enact the proposed law eliminating state criminal and civil penalties related to the medical use of marijuana, allowing patients meeting certain conditions YES
to obtain marijuana produced and distributed by new state-regulated centers or, in specific hardship cases, to grow marijuana for their own use. NO

A NO VOTE would make no change in existing laws.
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QUESTION 4
Shall the City of Somerville accept Sections 3 to 7, inclusive, of Chapter 44B of the General Laws, as approved by its legislative body, a summary of which appears

below?
SUMMARY

The Community Preservation Act (hersinafter “the Act”) establishes a dedicated funding source to enable cities and towns to: (1) acquire, create and preserve apen space,
including land for parks, recreational uses and conservation areas; (2) acquire, preserve, renabilitate, and restore historic resources, such as historic community build-
ings and artifacts; (3) acquire, create, preserve, rehabilitate and restore land for recreational use, including parks, playgrounds and athletic fields; (4) acquire, create, pre-
serve and support community housing to help meet local families” housing needs; and (3) rehabilitate or restore open space and community housing that is acquired or
created as provided in this section.

In the City of Somerville, the funding source for these community preservation purposes will be a surcharge of 1.5% on the annual property tax assessed on real prop-
erty beginning in Fiscal Year 2014, other local funds committed by the Board of Aldermen for community preservation purposes subject to the limitations in Section 3(b)1/2
of Chapter 448, and annual distributions made by the state from a trust fund created by the Act. The Commonwealth provides these funds only to communities adopting
the Act. If approved, the following will be exsmpt from the surcharge: (1) property owned and occupied as a domicile by any person who qualifies for low income hous-
ing or low or moderate income senior housing in Somerville as defined in Section 2 of the Act; (2) $100,000 of the value of each taxable parcel of residential real proper-
ty; and (3) $100,000 of the value of each taxable parce! of class 3, commercial property and class 4, industrial property as defined in Section 2A of Chapter 59. A taxpay-
er receiving a regular property tax abatement or exemption will also receive a pro rata reduction in the surcharge.

Upon acceptance of the Act by the voters, a Community Preservation Committee will be established by ordinance to study community preservation needs, possibilities
and resources, and to make annual recommendations to the Board of Aldermen for approval on spending the funds. At least 10% of the funds for each fiscal year will be
spent or reserved for later spending on each of the Act’s three community preservation purposes: (1) open space, (2) historic resources and (3) community housing.

YES
NO
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QUESTION 5
THIS QUESTION IS NOT BINDING
Shall the state senator from this district be instructed to vote in favor of a resolution calling upon Congress and the President to: (1) prevent cuts to Social Security,
Medicare, Medicaid, and Veterans benefits, or to housing, food and unemployment assistance; (2) create and protect jobs by investing in manufacturing, schools, hous-
ing, renewable energy, transportation and other public services; (3) provide new revenues for these purposes and to reduce the long-term federal deficit by closing cor-
porate tax loapholes, ending offshore tax havens, and raising taxes on incomes aver $250,000; and (4) redirect military spending to these domestic needs by reducing the
military budget, ending the war in Afghanistan and bringing U.S. troops home safely now? YES

NO
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QUESTION 6
THIS QUESTION IS NOT BINDING
Shall the state senator from this district be instructed to vote in faver of legislation that would allow the state to regulate and tax marijuana in the same manner as alco-
hol?

YES
NO
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QUESTION 7
THIS QUESTION IS NOT BINDING
Shall the state representative from this district be instructed to vote in favor of a resolution calling upon Congress to propose an amendment to the U.S. constitution
affirming that (1) corporations are not entitled to the constitutional rights of human beings, and (2) both Congress and the states may place limits on political contribu-
tions and political spending? YES

NO
1158
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YOU HAVE NOW COMPLETED VOTING




